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PRELIMINx^RY  _STATE2T5NT_  OF  l/ 
PRODUCTION  OF  LUI/BER,   L/.TH,  AIuD  SHINGLES  IN  CALIFOI^NIA,  19i.^0" 
This  is  a  preliiTii.nar3''  suiranary  of  data  subiaitted  in  returns  froia  the  lum- 
ber census  of  California  and  Nevada  conducted  for  the  Census  Bureai;  ty  the  For- 
est Service.     The  quantities  tabulated  are  those  reported  by  231  mills.     A  few 
Isite  returns  mav  chanp:e  the  sumraary  fip-ures  slip;htl^',   in  addition  to  -oossible 
corrections  vjhich  may  be  made  in  the  final  published  report  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Censiis. 


LmiBER  CUT  -  M  Ft.  B.IIo 
(Mills  cuctin,-^^  5O  N  or  over 


SPECIES 

PIl^E  REGION 

RSDVrOOD  REGION 

TOTAL 

Volu^.e 

Percent 

Volume 

Fercen'.. 

;  \/"ol"ja'n.e 

Percent 

Ponder osa  pine 

970" 

■  9^:iT,'9"5^" 

Sugar  pine 

293, 3k5  . 

19 « 6 

1^0 

(7)  - 

295  1-95 

15.0 

Vifhite  fir 

(2) 

6k,6b2 

I1..3 

1,376 

.1.1 

:  66,518 

3.1i. 

Douf^^las  fir 

L!il,385  ! 

9,1]. 

5h, 752 

12.0 

196/137 

10.0 

Cedar 

(3) 

h6,0LB 

3.1 

"5,581 

1.2 

51,629  : 

2,6 

Redwood 

(U) 

(7)  - 

(5)  385,261]. 

85.0 

•       389,005  • 

19.9 

Spruce 

!  5,182 

1.1 

5,182 

.3 

Other  species 

19 

(7)  - 

260 

.1 

279 

(7)  - 

TOTALS 

>(6) 

1,500, 166 

•  100.0 

U57,035 

'  100.0 

•  1,957,201 

>  100.0 

In  addition  to  the  above,  I46  mills  producing  less  than 

50  M  each  cut 
TOTiiL,  all  mills 


Lath 
Shin'^^les 


69,532  M  pes. 
1,692  Squares 


1,896  M  pes, 
36,118  Squares 


 l_^OtiJi. 

1,958,213 

71,ij28  M  pes. 
87,810  Squares 


(2)  Includes  California  red  fir  (Abies  maf;nifica),  v:hich  is  not  produced  in 

sufficient  quantity  to  have  established  a  separate  .market  status. 

(3)  The  pine  region  cut  was  incense  cedar  with  the  exception  of  100  M  feet 

of  Port  Orford  and  a.  very  small  amount  of  western  red  cedarj  all  of 
the  redwood  region  cedar  was  Port  Orford. 
(I4.)  Bigtree     (Sequoia  wachingtoniana)  . 

(5)  Redwood  of  the  coast'nrs~tTq"uoTa~~senpervirens)  . 

(6)  Includes  about  18  million Teet7~i^stly  Douglas  fir,  cut  from  Oregon  logs, 

(7)  Negligible, 

1/  Compiled  by  F,  A«  Gruenewald,  Special  Agent,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  and  Cler;., 
California  Forest  and  Range  Experiment  Station, 
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COMPilRATIVE  PRODUCTIOH  SINCE  1928 

Totals,  including  hardwoods,  for  all  mills  in  California  (and  Nevada 
when  mills  operated)  cutting  50  feet  and  over  per  anniun,  showing  the  I9I.1.O 
data  in  contrast  with  earlier  years,   in  M  feet  b.m.: 


Year 

Cut  M  feet 

Year 

Cut  M  feat 

1929 

270^~229 

1935" 

1T35CT13 

1930 

l,5lU,263 

1936 

1>6U7,537 

1931 

957,7ij-0 

1937 

1.775,734 

1932 

680,520 

193s 

l,U6l,96l 

1933 

78l|.,626 

1939 

l,68li.,  69U 

I93U 

l,OlU,7U7 

19U0 

1,957,201 

Lumber  production  in  California  during  I9U0  showed  an  increase  over 
1939  of  272,507  M  feet,  or  16.2  percent.     The  total  production  for  I9I4.O, 
1j957>201  M  feet,  was  the  largest  annual  cut  in  11  years.     Ponderosa  pine 
alone  formed  L.808  percent  of  the  total  production,   its  increase  amounting 
to  116, 57U  M  foet,   or  13 "9  percent.     The  production  of  redwood  increased 
L\J4,  J02  M  feet,   or  I3  percent,  and  s\igar  pine  increased  Ij2,809  M  feet,  or 
17»1  percent. 

Of  the  281  mills  reporting,   lOL.  cut  over  1,000  II  feet,  I5I  cut  over 
50  M  feet  but  less  than  1,000  M  feet,  and  I16  cut  less  than  50  M  feet. 

The  reported  prodiiction  of  lath  in  19-^0  was  two  and  three-fourths 
times  greater  than  in  1939 •     This     striking  increase  is  attributed  in  part 
to  I9U0  returns  from  operators  who  did  not  report  lath  prodtiction  in  1939 • 
Shingle  production  decreased  26.1  percent. 


